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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of pursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. 

—Article I, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


JUDICIAL BOMBING 
RAIDS 

Non se jugulabit porcus 
("A hog won't butcher itself’) 

Ever find yourself sitting at a patriot or 
militia meeting listening to some horror story 
of a judge trampling over the Rights of the 
defendant? Or, have you ever heard a story 
about a judge telling the defendant the 
Constitution has no place in his court room? 
Few would argue that judicial usurpation is 
commonplace in our day. 

How would you like to participate in a little 
"pay-back,” a little "revenge?" If so, this is how 
it's done. 

You file a Complaint For Judicial 
Misconduct against the judge under 28 U.S. 
Code, sec. 372 (c) (1). The procedure is so 
simple a child could do it. 

If the misconduct is serious enough it could 
result in the judge being removed from the 
bench. The second best scenario is, if enough 
complaints are filed, it will basically prevent the 
judge from ever being considered for a higher 
position. His career basically stops where it is. 

First, you need a Judicial Council of the 
Third Circuit Complaint Form Judicial 
Misconduct and Disability . (Note: the Third 
Circuit covers NJ.) You can order these forms 
from. 

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit 
21400 U.S. Courthouse 
601 Market St. 

Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Secondly- you are required to read Judicial 
Misconduct Rules, it’s only three pages long and 
insures that you have a full understanding of the 
procedure for filing the complaint. 

Third, you need a copy of the court 
transcript documenting the judicial misconduct 
of the judge. This is "Exhibit A." (Just include 
the pertinent pages, not the entire transcript.) 


Fourth, you need to write you complaint 
based on the information you have. Send one 
copy to your Congressman and three copies plus 
the original to the Circuit Court of Appeals. 

Each complaint is given a docket number 
and becomes a permanent part of the judge’s 
personnel file!!! 

Members of NJM are currently involved in 
filing Judicial Misconduct Complaints against 
judge Rudi M. Brewster, Southern District of 
California. 

If anyone would like to join the r 372 
Fighter Bomber Group f and participate in a 
judicial "bombing raid" we can supply all the 
needed information. Instructions, sample forms 
showing what boxes to check along with the 
actual 372 forms, etc., photocopies of court 
transcripts. Excluded is a sample of the 
complaint you can borrow from. Just send us a 
dollar to cover the postage. After you read and 
complete the instructions you can mail in your 
Judicial Complaint. We suggest making copies 
for your friends and family. 

In closing we’d like to say that this subject 
transcends the Militia Movement. Any and all 
patriot groups, or any concerned citizens, should 
get involved in helping to clean up our judicial 
system. All of us are potential victims when 
judicial usurpations are allowed to take place 
unchallenged. Roughly 2500 Judicial 
Complaints are filed each year in the U.S. Far 
too low! We’d like to see that many coming just 
from N.J. alone. You don’t need to be a member 
of NJM, you just need to get involved. Judicial 
Misconduct complaints can be filed by any 
group or individual. 

Ed. : For more information contact 

Harvey Wvsong, 

701 Longlcaf Dr. 

Atlanta, GA 30342 

404/266-0930; hwvsongfo), mindspring.com 


ANTI-MILITL4 BOOK 
FROM KLANWATCH 

Klanwatch, close kin to the Southern 
Poverty Law Center, has released a book titled 
Two Years Later: The Patriot Movement Since 
Oklahoma City. It’s release was front page 
news in the June 1997 issue of Morris Dees’ 
Southern Poverty Law Center Report. 

Klanwatch director, Joe Roy asserted: r, The 
anti-government Patriot Movement poses a 
continued threat to the safety of the American 
public. Groups that adhere to this extremist 
philosophy are growing in number , and some 
members are involved in a wide criminal 
activity, much of it violent 

"The Patriot Movement is firmly 
entrenched in this country. A winnowing 
process has taken place since Oklahoma City. 
While casual adherents have abandoned the 
cause, new groups have formed to take their 
place What remains are true believers who 
are isolated from the political mainstream 
and committed to an extreme 

anti-government agenda. " 

Roy claims that there is currently 850 
Patriot groups in the U.S., 380 of which are 
armed, a six percent increase since 1995. 

"The United States faces an increasing 
threat of biochemical terrorism-possibly 
from elements in the Patriot 

Movement— which would result in massive 
death and destruction. " 

Note the skillful play on words. "The 
threat of biochemical 

terrorism— possibly— from the Patriot 

Movement— would result in massive death... 

In the same issue of the newsletter Dees 
gives ’The Model Anti-Militia Statute.’ 

A. Any two or more persons who associate 
as a militaiy organization or demonstrates with 
arms m public without the governor’s authority 
shall be guilty of a Class (fill in the blank) 
misdemeanor. 


B. A military’ organization is any unit with 
amis, command structure, traimng and 
discipline designed to function as a combat or 
combat support unit. 

C. This section does not apply to any school 
or college where military training and 
instruction are given under the provision of state 
or federal laws. 

N.J. TEENAGE DRIVERS 
TAKE NOTICE 

If Assembly Bill 3091 and Senate Bill 2185 
become law teenage drivers will be required to 
do the following: 

(1) You must be accompanied in the front 
seat by a driver 2 1 years of age, or older. 

(2) You may drive with only one other 
passenger besides the people you live with. 

(3) You cannot drive between midnight and 

5 am. 

(4) You must play cop and be responsible 
for enforcing the seat belt law. Subject to $100 

6 $500 fines. 

New' Jersey’ already’ has the highest auto 
insurance rate in the nation. It’s becoming more 
and more obvious that the Insurance Industry 
(i.e., big money’) is having its way with 
legislators in Trenton. This bill is sponsored by 
Sen. Joseph Palaia (R-Deal 732-531-303) Sen. 
Robert Singer and Assemblymen Joseph 
Malone and Melvin Cottrell (all three R-Brick. 
732-901-0702). 

One can only guess how much the auto 
insurance companies have donated to their 
campaigns. 

FIRST TEXAS, NOW 
HAWAII? 

According to an article written by James 
Podgers. which appeared in the American Bar 
Association Journal , June 1997, there’s a grow- 
ing sovereignty movement in Hawaii. 

"It is more likely that the issue of Ha - 
waiian sovereignty will become a federal 
question that may be answered within the 
context of the extensive body of laws and Su- 
preme Court decisions governing Indian 
tribes in the continental United States. Those 
laws generally have not been applied to Na- 
tive Hawaiians, " said Professor Richard Falk 
at Princeton University. 

"A decade ago people laughed about 
sovereignty , now they ' re scared as hell , " said 
attorney Mililani Trask. 

Podgers attributes the movement to M ...a 
stagnant economy’ and practical constraints on 
long-tern growth.” Also "Native Hawaiians’ 
claims of entitlement to portions of the state’s 


significant holdings of public lands, as well as 
revenue from those lands, raises serious con- 
cerns among legislators, the busmess commu- 
nity’ and other settlers-who cannot trace blood 
to ancestors on the island prior to 1778.” 

"A lot of people are beginning to wake up 
to the issue " said Attorney’ Clinton Ashford. 
"..Hawaiians have suffered economically , 
socially and culturally , especially since the 
1950s." 

Say "No” to Instant 
Registration Check 

Don't use Brady Decision as a Springboard to 
Gun Control, by J.arry Pratt, Executive Director, 
Gun Owners of America 

The Supreme Court decision on the Brady’ 
law is a landmark victory’ not only for gun 
owners but for all people concerned that the 
federal government is too large and intrusive. 

The Court ruled that Congress cannot 
commandeer the resources of a state to do its 
anti-gun bidding. This decision breathes new 
life into the 1 0th Amendment and our 
Republican form of government. 

However, many people and organizations 
are using the ruling against Brady to push for an 
alternate form of gun control which is worse 
than that struck down by the Court. Gun 
owners won in this case, but now many pro-gun 
people are snatching defeat from the jaws of 
victory by pushing for a national instant 
registration check. 

The Court ruled that the states cannot be 
compelled to perform background checks on 
gun purchasers. But now people are saying that 
the federal government should perform the task. 
Why’ would any’ sound thinking person suggest 
that it is better for the federal government to 
compile a list of gun owners, rather than the 
states. 

Supporters of the instant registration check 
are either missing the point of the ruling or are 
simpiy concerned with the unfunded mandate 
provisions of Brady. The unfunded mandate 
was one argument used to strike a blow at gun 
registration-it was not all we should have been 
concerned about. As Sheriff Richard Mack 
noted, it wasn’t the unfunded part that bothered 
him, because you couldn't pay him to run the 
checks. 

The . ruling on Brady should be used as a 
stepping stone tow’ards the restoration of the 
Second Amendment, not its destruction. The 
instant check will, in simple terms, lead to the 
registration of gun owners. Pro-gun Americans 
should not support the idea of all lawful citizens 
being forced to go to the government for 
permission prior to being allowed to exercise 


their Constitutionally protected right to keep 
and bear arms. 

From Justice Thomas’ concurring opinion: 

The Court properly holds that the Brady’ Act 
violates the Tenth Amendment in that it 
compels state law’ enforcement officers to 
"administer or enforce a federal regulatory 
program.” Although I join the Court's opinion 
in full, I write separately to emphasize that the 
Tenth Amendment affirms the undeniable 
notion that under our Constitution, the Federal 
Government is one of enumerated, hence 
limited, powers. Accordingly, the Federal 
Government may act only where the 
Constitution authorizes it to do so. 

In my "revisionist” view 7 , the Federal 
Government authority under the Commerce 
Clause, which merely allocates to Congress the 
power "to regulate Commerce... among the 
several states," does not extend to the regulation 
of wholly intrastate, point of sale transactions. 
Absent the underlying authority to regulate the 
intrastate transfer of firearms. Congress surely 
lacks the corollary power to impress state law 
enforcement officers into administering and 
enforcing such regulations. Although this Court 
has long interpreted the Constitution as ceding 
Congress extensive authority to regulate 
commerce (interstate or otherwise), I continue to 
believe that we must "temper our Commerce 
Clause jurisprudence" and return to an 
interpretation better rooted in the Clause’s 
original understanding. Even if we construe 
Congress' authority to regulate interstate 
commerce to encompass those intrastate 
transactions that "substantially affect" interstate 
commerce, I question whether Congress can 
regulate the particular transactions at issue here. 
The Constitution, in addition to delegating 
certain enumerated powers to Congress, places 
whole areas outside the reach of Congress' 
regulatory’ authority’. The First Amendment, for 
example, is fittingly celebrated for preventing 
Congress from "prohibiting the free exercise" of 
religion or "abridging the freedom of speech." 
The Second Amendment similarly appears to 
contain an express limitation on the 
government's authority’. That Amendment 
provided: "[a] well regulated Militia, being 

necessary to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear arms, shall 
not be infringed." This Court has not had recent 
occasion to consider the nature of the 
substantive right safeguarded by the Second 
Amendment. If, however, the Second 
Amendment is read to confer a personal right to 
"keep and bear arms", a colorable argument 
exists that the Federal Government’s regulatory 
scheme, at least as it pertains to the purely 
intrastate sale or possession of firearms, runs 


"We can use our growing knowledge to enslave people in ways never dreamed of before, depersonalizing 
them, controlling them by means so carefully selected that they will perhaps never be aware of their loss of 

personhood." 

--Carl R. Rogers, former president of the American Psychological Association 
\ / 


afoul of that Amendment's protections. As the 
parties did not raise this argument, however, we 
need not consider it here. Perhaps, at some 
future date, this Court will have the opportunity 
to determine whether Justice Story was correct 
when he wrote that the right to bear arms "has 
justly been considered, as the palladium of the 
liberties of a republic." In the meantime, I join 
the Court's opinion striking down the challenged 
provisions of the Brady Act as inconsistent with 
the Tenth Amendment. 

[To subscribe to the GOA Alert Network 
send an email to goamail@gunowners.org and 
include in the body of the message either your 
state (for federal and your state alerts) or "all" 
(to receive federal and all states alerts).] 

THE SOVEREIGNTY 
QUESTION 

The question of sovereignty, or sovereign 
citizenship, is often discussed among various 
patriot groups around the country. Here's an 
interesting quote from the first Chief Justice, 
John Jay on the subject back in 1793: 

"...at the Revolution , the sovereignty 
devolved on the people: and they are truly the 
sovereigns of the country , hut they are 
sovereigns without subjects — and none to 
govern hut themselves; the citizens of 
America are equal as fellow citizens, and as 
joint tenants in the sovereignty. " 

Chisholm v. Georgia 2 DALL (2 U.S.) 419 

Citizens for Constitutional Law (CLAW), 
who sent us the information, commented: 

"Keep in mind that this was written 
shortly after the Constitution had come to life 
and there was no doubt expressed whatsoever 
as to where the national sovereignty lay. The 
American Revolution was fought to 
determine who owned the "sovereignty" and 
the spoils from that Revolution became the 
national heritage of the people, and not the 
heritage of the government. " 

Letter from the Pinelands 

Dear Patriots, 

It is heartening after all these years, to find 
myself at Pinelands Commission meetings 
standing with others against those who would 
violate the Constitution of the United States in 
order to implement a "constitution" of global 
environmentalism. 

As a blueberry/cranberry grower and 
lifetime resident of the New Jersey Pinelands, I 
have been a conscientious caretaker of the land, 
unlike any unelected "ecocrat" out of Trenton, 
Washington, and Geneva engaging in water and 
landgrab schemes. 

My personal conflicts with the Pinelands 
Commission go back to its very inception. No 
louder alarm could have been sounded than 
mine on the day they officially announced they 
had become the UN's Man and the Biosphere 
Reserve. Then, I could only stand alone against 
stone-faced commissioners and their admiring 


audience of fern-kissers— six foot-tall people 
hiding behind a half- inch- long Pineland tree 
frog in order to make a case for land taking. 

The word currently cheered in the 
economically depressed Pemberton Township is 
that the Pinelands Commission has been 
"opening the door" for the besieged Pinelands 
property owner. On June 18, 1997 I met with 
the executive director of the PC in New 
Lisbon-to test just how far doors are opened to 
my application for division and sale of my farm. 
What is and what is not "wetlands" on my 
property was of greatest concern (a nearby 
Burger King was approved smack up against 
Rancocas Creek). The director made a strong 
suggestion that I consider selling my Pinelands 
Development Credits (PDCs). I have and do 
not wish to sell PDCs as I view such a choice as 
a scam to legalize the destruction of full 
property OWNERSHIP in order to make 
peasants in one area, while shifting wealth and 
power to another politically influential and 
usually corrupt area. This is how the existing 
political base is kept in power and able to select 
and proliferate more such regulators and 
communities with the correct politics and wealth 
get the most transfers of PDCs, as do 
international buildcrs/dcvclopcrs, the gambling 
industry. Burger Kings and Wawas. 

The over-regulated small land holder, 
family farmers, and Mom and Pop business 
become poorer by having sold PDCs. In doing 
so, they have sold their children's rights to the 
land, and the freedom of all others who aspire to 
FULL OWNERSHIP of property, as was so 
fiercely defended by the founders of this nation. 
Only those who use our land as collateral and 
"call in" debts through decades of "loans" and 
"grants", owed by Trenton and Washington, are 
the real winners. 

Sincerely, 

Harry S. Moncsson 

AL CAPONE ACQUITTED! 

That was the verdict in a mock trial, using 
the actual court transcripts of the original trial, 
on August 5, 1990. Capone's retrial was 
unrehearsed and lasted 5 hours and held on an 
auditorium stage with 700 people looking on. 
U.S. District Senior Judge Prentice H. Marshall 
presided over the trial complete with actual 
lawyers and prosecutors. Capone was charged 
with violating IRS Code, sections 7201 (willful 
failure to file) and 7203 (evasion), in 1931. 

"In the retrial, the defense successfully 
argued that the government had not shown 
that Capone actually had taxable income, 
and that one of the witnesses against him was 
psychologically tortured [he had a phobia of 
insects and his jail cell had cockroaches] to 
cooperate with the prosecution. The 1990 
jury, perhaps more enlightened about IRS 
abuse of citizens , decided who was the more 
dangerous criminal, and refused to convict 


Capone, " said Harold Thomas, who wTote the 
article for the Chicago Law Bulletin (8/16/90). 

One person in attendance was also at the 
original trial. He said he spoke to one of the 
jurors after Capone's conviction who told him, 
"We all thought he was guilty , but we didn't 
expect him to get that much time, 1 1 years. " 

One of the prosecutors, Linda Pence, w as 
"extremely disappointed over the acquittal of 
Capone ." She commented, "Fortunately one 
thing remains the same. He is still dead." 
Miss Pence has a gift for stating the obvious. 

THE POLLS ARE IN 

QUESTION 

Is the President immune to Civil Suits? The 
Supreme Court has ruled that the President does 
not have the right to wait until he is out of office 
to meet the accusations that he sexually 
harassed Ms. Jones. What is your opinion on 
this issue? 

ANSWERS 

A) Paula Jones is a bimbo and should leave 
the poor guy alone. He has better things to do 
with his time (like foreign policy and dealing 
with national security) than pay attention to 
these accusations. People who file frivolous 
civil suits against a President should go to jail. 
7% chose A. 

B) Of all people in the country, the 
President of the United States should not be 
above the law. If any citizen would have to 
answer Ms. Jones accusation, then he should not 
get special treatment in the eyes of the law. I 
think he should stop whining and just get it over 
with. Presidents are subject to the same laws as 
us all. Period. 65% chose B. 

C) I think that Clinton should answer Ms. 
Jones' accusations, but she should wait until he 
is out of office. The last thing a world leader 
like our President needs is to be distracted by a 
personal issue such as this one. 22% chose C. 

D) None of these answers reflect my 
opinion on the matter. 6% chose D. 

Source: ParaPoll 

"Open Door for Nonlethals" 

Such is the title of the lead editorial in 
Defense News, May 6-12, 1996. 

" f Once in a while a door opens, and lets 
the future in. ' 

"That quote from contemporary author 
Graham Greene was used by the U.S. Council 
on Foreign Relations in October [1995J to 
urge the Pentagon to speed the development 
of nonlethal arms. 

"These weapons, which disable and 
render opponents harmless, are finding 
growing utility in peacekeeping missions 
around the world. 

"Most NATO armaments directors are 
poised for the future but Pentagon officials 
appear locked in the past.. 

"When considering f nonlethals the 

Defense Department] should heed the words 


of retired Air Force Gen . Michael Dugan and 
retired Army Gen . Edward "Shy" Meyer , who 
wrote, " Vigorous exploration of nonlethal 
technologies is politically , militarily and 
morally appropriate, and affordable as well 
Their comment was part of an October 
Council of Foreign Relations independent 
Task Force on Non-lethal Technologies. 

"[DoD] also should pay attention to 
USMC Gen. Charles Krulak, who wrote, 
"Our experience in Somalia with nonlethal 
weapons offered ample testimony to the 
tremendous flexibility they offer to warriors 
on the field of battle. Their use better enables 
us to respond proportionately. ..to the wide 
range of threats we can expect to face today 
and in the future. " 

"Marines guarding the retreat of U.N. 
forces from Somalia laid down slippery foam 
as a nonlethal means to keep back looters, 
litis is only one example of the many 
nonlethal technologies U.S. companies and 
labs have developed. 

"Similar technologies are being used 
today in Bosnia. Seeing this, NATO wants 
more such weapons to handle situations 
including crowd control, immobilization of 
equipment or personnel, neutralizing 
weapons and crew, disruption of 
communications and degradation of 
infrastructure. 

"As a NATO member the U.S. will be 
asked to collaborate with alliance partners on 
nonlethal weapon development / The U.S.J 
could make a tremendous contribution to 
allied efforts to build a non-lethal arsenal for 
peacekeeping missions... " 

Marines Investigating 
Non-Lethal Weapons 

Marine Corps officials have set up a new 
office to manage non-lethal requirements and 
acquisition for all serv ices. 

The Joint Non-Lethal Weapons Directorate 
will run the day-to-day operations of the 
non-lethal program overseen by the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for special operations and 
low intensity conflict (SOLIC). The Marine 
Corps has been designated as the executive 
agent. 

According to Ray Geoffroy, head of the 
security and law enforcement branch 
[emphasis ours] in the USMC's plans, policies 
and operations office, the new directorate will 
streamline the services' non-lethal coordination 
efforts. 

"There are two underbarrel non-lethal 
delivery systems that we would like to get in 
prototype form," said Maj. Rene Burgess, 
project officer for non-lethal weapons at the 
Dismounted Battlespace Battle Lab at Ft. 
Benning, GA. "One called the 'stinger', which 
foes rubber bullets, and another that fires 
liquid-based rounds." Burgess said that though 
the liquid rounds have been compared to the 


same type used in paint ball games, these 
non-lethal rounds would give off a much greater 
"sting" and would "not at all be like a game." 

Other planned projects are for the Army to 
develop vehicle-launched non-lethal grenades 
and a modular crowd control munitions that 
Burgess describes as a non-lethal mine that 
shoots off rubber balls when detonated. 

In addition he said the USMC will also use 
part of the accelerated funding to develop 
non-lethal foams. 

"What we have developed as the executive 
agent is an integrated product team," said 
Geoffroy. The IPT is chaired by Marine Lt. 
Gen. James Jones, deputy chief of staff for 
plans, policies and operations, along with Army 
Maj. Gen. Edward Anderson, assistant deputy 
chief of staff for operations and plans (force 
development) acting as "vice chair" of the IPT. 
The IPT body also includes representatives 
from all the armed services, the warfighting 
commanders-in-chief, the Joint Staff and the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense with 
"observers" from the Energy, Justice and 
Transportation Departments. 

Technologies like the 40mm sponge 
grenade, the flashbang (stun grenade) and police 
riot gear as well as rubberized munitions and 
foams are under consideration by each of the 
armed services. As the executive agent for the 
Defense Department's non-lethal program the 
Marine Corps has put together a Non-Lethal 
Coordination Cell of almost 200 capabilities. 
According to Kevin Stull, acting cell director, 
"We've collected 1 80 proposals for research and 
development on non-lethal technologies." 

The database combines each of the armed 
services' non-lethal technology ideas and 
ongoing development projects. Some of the 
technologies are actual prototypes that are being 
used in the field, like those currently in use by 
soldiers in Bosnia. Others are long-term 
development ideas. The database gives 
developers, engineers and military commanders 
a host of options for crowd control and 
deterrence. 

Stull said that the 180 prospective 
technologies are being added to an existing 
catalog of non-lethal capabilities that was 
published in the 1995 "Survey of Limited Effect 
Weapons, Munitions and Devices." He said the 
survey was a joint effort between U.S. Special 
Operations Command and the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

The non-lethal cell currently contains at 
least 30 different types of non-lethal 
ammunition, about 20 different types of 
grenades, entanglements such as nets, and a 
host of other measures that restrict the 
movement of personnel or vehicles. 

Army officials at the Dismounted 
Battlespace Battle Lab, the Army Research 
Laboratory, the Armament R&D Center 
(ARDEC) at Picatinny Arsenal, NJ, the Infantry 
and Military' Police schools and the Army 


Engineering Center are all working to develop 
noil-lethal capabilities for soldiers in the field. 

— Inside the Army— July, 29 and August 5, 
1996. 

Ed.: Pres. Clinton has nominated General 
Henry Shelton, commander of the Special 
Operations Command at McDill AFB, Florida, 
to be the next chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. Shelton, 55, who stands at 6-foot-5, is 
the four-star commander of elite Army, Navy’ 
and Air Force units who, according to an 
Associated Press report July 17, "operate 
without fanfare; they respond to 
nonconvention al threats-terrorism, 

insurgencies, sabotage-and work with foreign 
militaries and local populations." Shelton said 
that his troops "serve in the shadows against 
elusive foes and targets, in extremely harsh, as 
well as permissive environments... and 
increasingly in the high-tech realm of 
cyberspace." Trained to intervene in the affairs 
of other nations he will perhaps make full use of 
"non-lethals" in his unsupported assertion that 
his troops "can help prevent and deter [wars]". 
This begs the question. Will soldiers be 
recruited by Federal police for their experience 
in subduing local populations? 

Military Prepares for 
Operations Other Than War 

The Army is investigating the use of a 
number of allegedly non-lethal devices for use 
in operations other than war (OOTW): 

1 Entanglements. A ballistically 
deployable net-like device to capture and 

immobilize and possibly stun. 

2. Electric Stun. Devices in use by law r 
enforcement agencies which produce high 
voltage electric shock to stun and incapacitate. 

3. White Light. Ordinary light of 
exceedingly high candlepower to impede 
individuals or groups by dazzling them and 
disrupting their optical acuity’. 

4. Optical Laser. To dazzle and disorient. 
(Several methods of powering the optical laser 
arc available.) 

5. Acoustic. "Acoustic beam" for use 
against bunkers and vehicles, and "acoustic 
bullets" which range in effect from discomfort 
to death. 

6. Sticky, to restrict by adherence. 

7. Slippery, to deny traction for standing, 
walking or running. 

8. Kinetics. Non-penetrating projectiles to 
be fired from existing weapons, to incapacitate. 

Ed.: Only Congress can declare war; the 
Constitution has no provision for "operations 
other than war". Therefore the doctrine of 
OOTW appears to be a usurpation of power by 
the military, which is barred from engaging in 
law enforcement by the Posse Comitatus Act. 

Also "nonlethal" doesn't mean what it 
implies. In fact the Defense Department's 
policy states that "nonlethals" need not be 


100% effective. Stun grenades, for example, 
can readily kill. 

USMC Developing Computer 
Simulations for Non-Lethal 
Capabilities 

The Marine Corps is attempting to simulate 
the effects of non-lethal weapons into an 
otherwise conventional war-gaming computer 
simulation program. 

According to Maj. John Kelly, the 
Commandant's Warfighting Lab is trying to 
figure out how to best use non-lethal weapons in 
different scenarios. To do so without 
conducting actual live-fire tests, the lab wants to 
develop computer models that accurately 
simulate their effects. Kelly, model support and 
design officer for the Marine Air-Ground Task 
Force staff at the Combat Development 
Command, said the lab wanted simulation first, 
then actual use of non-lethal weapons. 
However, models could not accurately represent 
the effects of non-lethals without data from 
actual testing. Therefore the first step was to 
conduct physical testing of the selected weapon 
systems and collect data on actual performance. 

This was carried out, in part, during the 
recent Mega-Gold exercise at Fort Campbell, 
KY. At Mega-Gold, Marines from CWL 
provided non-lethal unmanned aerial vehicles to 
the Army's 2d brigade of the 101st Air Assault 
Division during the unit's readiness evaluation. 
Besides flying daily reconnaissance flights a 
bomb bay-equipped UAV dropped propaganda 
leaflets over the enemy position. 

-- Defense Information & Electronics 
Report Nov. 22, 1996 

A FOND FAREWELL 

The following letter appeared in the 
Canberra Times , Australia. It was written by an 
American over the recent gun-grab that has 
taken place 'Down-Under.' 

"As a citizen of the US I’ve. always looked 
at Australians as our brothers , in spirit , in a 
world of socially oppressed nations . The 
Aussies I've known have all shared my love of 
life and freedom and my disdain of overly 
oppressed authority . 

As I watch first England, then Canada 
begin their march toward socialism I held the 
firm in a belief that Australia and the US 
would resist this movement and retain their 
individual freedoms. Imagine my horror on 
reading of your upcoming confiscation of 
firearms in September. This is but the first 
step on the road to join China and the former 
Soviet Union in the New World Order of 
Global Socialism. 

You seem to have forgotten that an armed 
citizen is a free citizen so you rush to disarm 
your law abiding citizens in the vain hope 
that this will somehow make you safe As six 
million unarmed Jews of W.W.II or the 


Chinese students could have told you, sticks 
and stones don't make a very effective 
defense against a government gone wrong. 

So, I have to say ; So long, it's been good 
to know you mate ! We've got too many things 
to worry about here to spend much more time 
mourning for you but I'll hoist one to your 
memory. " 

—Bob Tenmson 

H.R. 901: BAN BIOSPHERE’S 

If passed, H.R. 901 will preserve United 
States sovereignty over public and acquired 
lands and preserve State sovereignty and private 
property rights in non-Federal lands. 

Section 4. Prohibits Federal officials from 
nominating lands in the United States for desig- 
nation as a Biosphere Reserve under the Man 
and Biosphere Program of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Organization. 


No to the NRA 

National Rifle Association 

11250 Waplcs Mill Rd. 

Fairfax, VA 22030 

Dear Ms. Hammer and Mr. LaPierre, 

I have received several requests from each 
of you to renew my membership. I am unwill- 
ing to do so now, or in the foreseeable future. 

You see, I'm one of those "extremists" 
whom you feel you need to purge from the 
ranks. I know 7 better than to go where I'm not 
wanted 

I believe that many, though still a minor- 
ity, of our law enforcement agents do behave 
like "jack-booted thugs" and that calling them 
what they are is appropriate and necessary. I 
believe that federal law 7 enforcement should be 
severely curtailed and should always work under 
the supervision of local law 7 enforcement. 

I believe the Second Amendment guaran- 
tees me the right to own any w eapon I choose, 
including fully automatic "machine guns". In 
fact, if the 2d Amendment is to have any mean- 
ing, then we are obligated to own fully auto- 
matic weapons and weapons of mass 
destruction in order to resist the depredations of 
a corrupt, unconstitutional government that 
would sell us and our children into slavery. 

I believe I do not need anyone's permis- 
sion to own or carry the weapon of my choice. I 
most assuredly do not need anyone's permission 
to defend myself, my family, or my property. I 
will not beg, and I will not subject myself to 
degradation by a government that presumes I 
am "guilty" until it determines my innocence. 

I believe that all gun control laws are in- 
herently evil. It is not enough to say that Brady 
will "sunset". If you're willing to tolerate evil 
for one day, will you tolerate it for two? For a 
year? And if you tolerate it for a year, why 
should anyone believe you won't tolerate it for- 
ever? Honor and integrity dictate that we de- 
mand a repeal now! 


I find your support for the overturning of 
the Religious Freedom Restoration Act as "nec- 
essary to get tough on crime" abhorrent. It is an 
indication of your true nature and goals. 

NRA-ILA has done many wonderful 
things. Your educational programs are excel- 
lent, have taught the joys of gun use and owner- 
ship to many, and have no doubt prevented 
many deaths and injuries due to your emphasis 
on safety training. There is no better firearms 
safety program for children than Eddie Eagle. 
Your research and legislative resources have 
been invaluable to me. 

However, the time for compromise is 
past. This is no longer about hunting or target 
shooting. It's about survival: individual sur- 
vival, family survival and survival of the form 
of government envisioned by the founders of 
this nation. It's about the survival of the gun 
culture that the government would willingly 
commit genocide against. Just look to Tony 
Blair, who has publicly announced that gun 
bans have nothing to do with public safety-that 
the real issue is the gun culture. 

Far too mam 7 others have attempted geno- 
cide against my people. I will not close my 
eyes, i will not lie down. I will not go willingly. 

I will resist until there is nothing left of me to 
resist. 

I will not register my guns, my ammuni- 
tion, myself, or my family. I will not consent to 
background checks, especially when performed 
by a fascist government. I will not ask permis- 
sion form anyone to do what is right. 

When you decide to stop selling our 
birthright. 

When you decide to stop supporting 
permits. 

When you proclaim that each and even 7 
one of us is innocent until proven guilty; that we 
need not subject ourselves to "background 
checks:, registration or bureaucracy 7 , 

When you refuse to tolerate evil, 

When you are willing to call evil by its 
rightful name, 

When you stop distracting yourselves and 
others with peripheral issues. 

When you learn that a compromise with 
the devil is no compromise at all, 

Then and only then will you have my 
support. 

Until that time may your chains rest 
lightly. 

Sincerely, Sarah B. Thompson, M.D. 

http://members.aol.com/GGNN/index.ht 
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NUMBER OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
OFFICERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF 
DUTY BY AK47 T s OR OTHER 7.62 X 
39mm MILITARY WEAPONS: 

1977-0, 1978-0, 1979-0, 1980-0, 1981-0, 
1982-0, 1983-0, 1984-0, 1985-0, 1986-0, 
1987-0, 1988-0, 1989-0, 1990-0, 1991-0, 
1992-0 


Source: FBI Crime Report 


MILITIAS "NOT 
DANGEROUS" 

So declared Kenneth Piemick of the FBI's 
Domestic Terrorism Operations Unit speaking 
before a group of retired intelligence officers. 

Piemick reported that most militias are, "not 
dangerous, work for a living, and exist primarily 
to do target shooting." The FBI is currently 
keepmg tabs on 18 militia groups in the 
country. The militias considered the "most 
dangerous" are religious-based, anti-tax or 
anti-Semitic. 

— Soldier of Fortune, August, 1997 

Ed: We've seen what the FBI has done to a 
religious-based group at Waco-are they 
planning an encore? Anti-tax sentiment was 
one of the principal causes of the 
Revolution~tf/7c/ freedom ! The Civil War was 
also a tax revolt. One of the first acts of 
Lincoln upon entering office was to sign into 
law the Morrill Tariff-as a favor to Northern 
Industrialists who helped him get ellected— that 
forced the South to pay about 75% of the 
national budget, thereby easing the tax burden 
on the North. Lincoln's action was a blatant 
usurpation of the "equal protection" clause of 
the Constitution This infuriated the South and 
led us into the Civil War. 

Does the tax-dependent FBI have a conflict 
of interest here? An armed American people 
can take care of anti-Semites. We only wish we 
could declare the FBI "not dangerous". 

Letters 

To The head of the militias I am a cizent 
shares your's view points Ihat read on your 
website and would like more INFO on vour 
group but first I must know if you allow jews in 
there or blacks befrore I joint. If it is more eas- 
eer you can email some of the Infro, however I 
will leave a return address just incase.. HEAR 


IS MY EMAIL ADDRESS AND NOW MY 
ADDRESS 

Sincerely, 

J.B. Cumberland County 

FROM AN EX NAVY MAN 

Ed. We usually don’t print unsigned 
letters~this one is presented verbatim, spelling 
and all -but for the record the New Jersey Mili- 
tia accepts everyone. As George Mason, father 
of the Bill of Rights, said, "The militia is the 
whole people, except a few' public 
officials."— Incidentally we wonder whether J.B. 
does share our views; we don't have a website 
(yet). 

Gentlemen: 

I knew Louis Boudin and watched him 
dictate portions of the book to w hich you allude. 
Government by Judiciary. Kathy Boudin was 
his granddaughter who 1 believe escaped a 
Weatherman explosion in Greenwich Village 
only to be jailed for criminal activities in behalf 
of radical causes. 

I understand your concerns about the judi- 
ciary, but reiterate that your real target ought to 
be the bureaucracy. It w 7 as this arm of govern- 
ment that did WACO and RUBY RIDGE. It is 
Child Protective Services that can take a kid 
from home without due process or any real 
proof of harm other than a black and blue mark 
reported by a teacher. It is Adult Protective 
Services that can remove an adult from a home 
if a neighbor reports spousal abuse. Environ- 
mental agencies are empowered to actually ruin 
a guy 's life. Don Bragg, the pole vaulter, owned 
some land in NJ that was rendered useless by 
the Pinelands Commission. 

Regulators are not trained in the tenets of 
civics and civil rights, and their victims are 
never read their rights. All constitutional guar- 
antees are set aside when dealing with the bu- 


reaucracy. That’s one reason groups like the 
ACLU are important. 

I think we would be well served if Militia 
energies are devoted to studying the dysfunction 
of our system created by the increment in power 
that flows to the executive branches of govern- 
ment each time a law' is passed; and to the per- 
petuation of this power by the stream of ensuing 
regulations, which themselves become law 7 . As 
a result the executive branches write more law 
than the legislative branches of our 
governments. 

The ACLU is chartered to protect civil 
rights which are derived from the constitution. 
It has protected the constitutional rights of an 
assortment of individuals with political views as 
varied as Scopes, Henry Ford, James Joyce and 
more recently 7 the right of the Nazis to march in 
Skokie. Although Roger Baldwin kicked the 
communists off the ACLU board in the 1940s, 
he would have defended their civil rights, hi de- 
fending the civil rights of a single person, these 
rights of all of us are increasingly protected. 

Does the Militia take the position that it 
will protect the constitutional rights only of in- 
dividuals with whom it agrees politically? 

C.H., Ocean County 

Ed.: We defend the rights of all, no mat- 
ter what their political views. We disagree with 
the ACLU because it misrepresents some rights 
(e.g., to keep and bear arms, by asserting that 
individual right belongs to the State), and per- 
verts others (e.g., to free association, by forcing 
the Boy Scouts to accept homosexual scout 
leaders. The ACLU is a "bitter-sweet" organiza- 
tion. Their approach to the Constitution is about 
the same as a bisexuals approach to sex-you 
never know which wav- they'll turn. Every time 
the ACLU gets involved is an issue, you don't 
know whether to cheer or grab your ankles. 


"IN THE BEGINNING OF CHANGE, THE PATRIOT IS A SCARCE MAN; BRAVE, HATED AND SCORNED. WHEN HIS 
CAUSE SUCCEEDS, HOWEVER, THE TIMID JOIN HIM, FOR THEN II COSTS NOTHING TO BE A PATRIOT " 

-MARK TWAIN 

The New Jersey Militia seeds your support!! We pits to follow Thomas Jefferson's ideal to "edueate and inform the whole mass of the people..." 

We want to hear from you! Send your comments, suggestions, personal stories and donations to address below: 




